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tertain'd in Op ppoſition to the true Profeſſion of 3 
And hives e mined ing E3 uiry into the late * 
F the Church of Chrift from the Rete mm 
will find phat it bath been ___ mo 
exquiſite and refolu'd Devices of Satan all alm 
to diſtradt and divide Chriſtians in this Dol. 
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Fountain of Truth, the Word of 
122 his Will concerning my Belle 3 de. 
3 * to 2 I, Me 2 
Mie 

22 
dequire. thought, 
2 ay to Ro ve A the Sexiprares relating to this 
Doctrine at once 2 Me, wou d be by conſider- 


gave me this 5 e, I bad ever 
wanted befo ; . andawhich. 


1 1 be 8 L fand che $ cbemes of 
ur modern. Divines very nm defirientsin. 
75 this, Ian per ſwaded, is one of their 


ear Di agreement both. with one.anatber, and 

= # — fend) with the 70 Tee, 9 
iprure. For 4 er my diligen 

am ſure ) honeſt * 2 and " ir 7 0 Fake 
Do#rme, I am by the Mercy of God thoroughly 
and beartily perſwaded, that the Faith crncern- 
ing tbe ever-bleſſed Tin 7 revealed and 
Welivered to = Saints, and Preſerv'd entire 


and uncorruft in the f foft = pureſt Apes. of \ the 


Church, is contain d in thoſe Propoſitions, 
mwhich Þy Clarke with great 4 ſom and Lear- 
ning bath deduc d from Scripture; and i in thoſt 
Exp e which He hath given 9 " the. 5 
_ urgy of the Church 2 England. Having, . 

825 of God, and and his learned and pious 
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clare their Minds, and ſo move the Riders | 


— Governours bf the Church to admit of a calm 
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and es declare-the Senſe ſe of f thei Benefits | 
Pu Soul had-receiv'd 59 hee 


by Lettect, 4e mi e eee 


put . 07 of Nodes ee ri 
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— . e te God 
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convinc d of the ruth of by , Ay. 


and impartial Hearing, and, with zealous Con- + 
cern only for Truth, enquire whether the Ap- 


peal * Dofrine makes to Scripture, be juſt 0 


or no. And if it be; then furely no fallible bu- 
mane Authority will be beard in Oppoſition to the 


Doctrine f. Chriſt and his _inſpir'd _.. Apoſtles. 
And a + W Spirit, 2 


= Hearts o 1 tbe Auguſt, Learned and Pious 
Body of the Convocation, to encourage and eſta- 
bliſh - — invaluable Truths, which the Ro- 


miſh Church hath ſo. long corrupted and abr | 


to the undermining f our Common Chriſtianity, 
and thereby maintaining (3 ad hominem) with 


cb always pre- 
des in the Councils of boly Men met together 
to promote Gods Truth and Gly, direct and rule. 
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7. ite Reverend Dr Clarke. 


Ip 4. 1714. 


K. 


Ermit a Brother, but one who never 
had the Happineſs of knowing or ( 
think) ſo much as ſeeing Jour, Perſon; 
to return you his moſt Chriſtian and 
hearty Thanks, for your very Learned and Ju- 
dicious Book of the Scripture- doctrine of the 
Trinity, to which (by Gods Grace) I owe the 
Preſent Settlement of my Mind in (I doubt not). | 
the true Faith of the ever-bleſſed Trinity. I 


hope you will not think it impeninent in Me, 
B fo 4 
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75 
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to o give 95 an * what . ate your Book | 
in our. Parts and alſo. how I came 


to be convinc'd by it. Aſſoon as ever I heard 


* 


gainſt it; 


; beſeeching his 


our — was WER id, it was od 
ought 
eſt aud 


e 


80 . Such a Character as this, 
eſpecially from ſome very Learned and Pious 
Friends of Mine, I confeſs, prejudic;d;Me a- 
1 ver) * you had fallen in- 
to a great, if not damnable Error; and fo I 


; judge. it not ſafe ſo much as to cad Jour Book; 


ut daily commended you in m L ves . to God, 


iy pen your Underſtanding with h the > Light 
his Goſpel, and bring you! back into the 
Way of his reveal'd Truth, from which T 
thought you were fallen. Howe ever, in about 
a Twelve ant after your Book came our, 
I found my ſelf diſpps'd. te read and conſider 
it. Upon the firft reading of your Book, I 
was fomewhat ſurpriz'd to fin you charg e 
That, which I took to be the Faith of our 
Church founded on Scripture, i (and ſuppos d 


to be prov'd by Dr Bull and Dr Grab, to 'be 


the ünanimous Senſe of the Antient Church,) 


with a Contradiction: Eſpecially, when I con- 


fider'd what you yourſelf not many years before, 
had taught in your Second Volume of Boyl's 5 Lec- 
ture Sermous, never I think to be over: valu- 
ed. Notwithſtanding,” upon Conſideration of 
your Reafons, and Interpretations of ſeveral” 
8 of * and 1 drawn from 


em; : 


A * = . 
1 36 


— | _ 
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Scheme. of ſuch. Great and Good Men as Biſh+ 
op Pearſon, | Biſhop Stillingfleet, Biſhop Bewe- 
ridge, Biſhop Bull, Dr Barrow, Dr Whithy &c;) 


to clear up, and my Reaſon;plac'd in a better 


Light; and was preſently able. to diſcern, that 
your Scheme. was much more agreeable; to. it 
ſelf throughout, and to Scripture interpreted 
by it ſelf and the, plaineſt and moſt undiſguis d 
Reaſon: And hence \ began to think, that. if 
my former Opinion did appear to be contrary 
to Reaſon, or Scripture, or both, that itwauld 


be my Duty to lay it aſide, and embrace that 


which I ſhould be convinc'd was Truth, even 
tho the Gburch of England it ſelf (Hhich I moſt 


heartily love,) or even the zwoale v/ible Church, 
ſhou'd have determin'd - againſt it. Theſe 
Thoughts, and the Importance of the Subject, 
made me read your Book with a careful At- 
tention, and I am ſure with an upright and 
, Honeſt Mind, (for which I am not afraid to 
appeal to the Searcher of Hearts;) And not 


4 


only ſo, but I alſo compar'd it, with: the beſt” 


ment I was able, to ſeveral other Schemes; 
Particularly, Biſhop Stillingfleets, Dr Souths, and 
Dr Sherlocks. And indeed the tuo laſt, ſo con- 
trary the one to the other, made me ſuſpe& they 
fended by ſuch oppoſite Explanations, | was not 
well founded at the Bottom. I ſoon perceiv d 


Jy ".& 9 

them; I;found my Conceptions, which de- 
fore were very confus'd and unintelligible, Bur; i 
made ſomewhat eaſy, becauſe founded on the 
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were both in the Wrong; and that a Faith de- 


Dr South's Scheme unavoidably. led to Sabelk, 
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aniſm; . aid, with Dr — 29 to aim three 
Equal Infinite Minds, I thought "Polytheiſm. 
And then finding g your - Scheiric mediate to both, 
[ Iwas very much led to believe y6u' might be 
in the right. In ſhort, upon a thoro review 
of the Scriptures, in "the Order and Light 
| you plac'd them in; together with the Additi- 
onal IIluſtrations of the Fatliers ànd Councils, 
and the reaſonable Propoſitions arid Concluſi- 
ons you built upon the whole ; became at 
luaſt throughly convinc'd, that your Scheme 
alone, of all that bad read, wis he moſt a- 
greeable to Scripture and ReaNm, and indeed 
no other than what I was perſwaded Chriſt and 
his bleſſed Apoſtles: taught. After T had thus 
duly weigh'd, and. RARE confider'd;- and 
entertain'd this Faith; I carefully view d it | 
to find what Inperfeftions there might poll. 
= oy be in it. I conſider'd whether it might be 
E rant to any 2 5 Chriſtian Doctrine, or 
Iz any juſt Exceptions from Reaſon; 

. Upon 2 lite Thought, I found it reconcile- 
able to the Notio ion 0 5 the Unity of God, and 
the Supreme Worſhip oa Adoia Fon duc to him; 
and I think with Nation, or the Author of 
|| the Book De Tiinitate, that 40 #quales 6 and 
| thoſe Ll Duos Debr p ent. So that 
4 an your Adverſaries object Poh yrbei ſn 
again 25 [ find ſome of al Neiphiboiirs, 
1 1 think ) ignotantly, db it retorts more ſtrong- 
y on their own Feats from their Explical 
tion of a ge of divine Perſons, or elſe 
FN a5 = right! 7 "obſerve 9 runs them neceffariſy 


into 


{Gs 55 . 
into/Sabellianiſmy But a learned and 2 | 
Friend of mine, with whom I have conyer- 
ſed, / preſs'd Me with ſeveral Objections: via. 
that Individual Con ſubflantiality was 4 necethh- 
ry Conſequence of Ch eternity; Which latter! 
could not deny that our Church receiv'd: 
But then I thought and told him, that I be- 
liev'd you did not deny the Son's Erernigy; 
and, — — of it, I could not think 
Individual Con ſubſtantiality à neceſſary Conſe- 
quence. Individual Conſubſtanriality in Three 
Perſons, I thought was an evident Contradiction,; 
but Eternity, eſpecially as a Negative des, | 

I thought was not. But upon — Exami- | 
nation of this Objection, I found that the 45 
ſolute poſitive Bure of the Son, was not in 
any Expreſs words revealed in Seripruve. The 
two Places urg d out of the O Teſtament by 
Some, I think do not prove it. Ihe firſt is, 
Iſaiah 9. 6. where the Son f God or the 115. | 

fab is by our Tranſlators call'd che euerlaſt- 
ing Father : But the Hebrew hath it ce, 
which being plainly in flat Conſtructo, can- 
not ſo properly ſignify ib everlaſting. Father, 
as the Father of Eternity. But becauſeè the 
word op ſignifies as well feculum as Bꝛernitus; 

and it is ſpoken prophetically of the Meſſtah, 


not what He always Was, but what He heve- 

_ r ſhould be call; 11 humbly think the true 

1gnification is, that He ſhall be calld the Fa- 

ther of the Age which was to come, viz. the 

Age of the Meſſiah. The feeond place; is Mi- . || 

cab 5. 2. a going forth habe been Va 
0 


* 


W 


©). 


5 1 hen everlaſling : The knen is Sapp x 


Ddr. Here 1 pry ſignifies a nw 
time, as well as Infinite; and think the word, 


3 goings s forth, plainly determines it to the faite 
e; 


For by goings forth, I take the Prophet 


to mean the manifeſtation of the 25; and 
then ſurely no one will ſay, He manift/ted himſelf- 
before the Creation of the World. The LY XII 
plainly underſtand it in this ſenſe; not to 
take notice. that Days cannot ſo properly be ap- 


ply'd to Eternity, as to the Ages of the World. 


I mayobſerve, what to be ſure you know, with 
_ Reſped to the fir: Citation; that both. the 
Words, everlaſting Father, and alſo the mig 
God, are not. in t 
Edition be a good one. I was allo preſs'd, 
With the Infinity of our Saviours Perfections: 
Blut tho' you fay, ' all divine Powers are given 

to the Son by the Father, excepting abſolute Su- 


e Septuagint, if my nigh 


emacy and Ind ndency ; et I ſuppoſe : yau | 
EY not mean e e 8 be in the — 44 
they are in the Father, (for Infinity in that 
> would include Supremacy and Inc 
3 but that they are infinite only as re- 
veal'd Relative to us Creatures. For I humbly 
— that we conclude. from Reaſon rather 


- than Revelation, the Metaphyſical. or Philoſo- 


phical Infinity of the Perfections even of God 


the Father himſelf. Tis enough that God re- 
veals himſelf to have a Power, Knowledge c. 
over Us, to oblige. us to acknowledge him for 


our God, and to — * Him. And fo I think 
Nit helfe to underſtand all the divine e 
"$1. utes 


? 


ö 
r 


butes communicated from God the Fathtr to 
the Son, to be W ſuch Senſe only zs ven. 


in Seripture and relattve to Us, and not as our 
' Reaſon neceſſirily concludes they muſt be ab- 
ſolutely in the one Supreme God. Theſe are 
= preſent Thoughts; and if I be in an Error, 
[ defire to be corrected by you. I have alſo 
been preſs'd to account for the Sarisfaion 'of | 
Sin upon this Hypotheſis: I anſwered, that 3 Þ} 
ſaw no neceſſity in the Nate of things, (ane 
the Scripture was ſilent in the matter,) that 
a Satisfaction for the Sins of a finite World, 
muſt be made by one whoſe Perſoſi is abſolute- 
y Infinite. I verily think that the Son of God 
our Creator, whether his Perſon be Infinite or 
no, (which Queſtion muſt be determined by 
Other Arguments,) is a ' Sufficient Propitiatory 
por the Sins of his Creatures: And alſo that 
, the Infinite Guilt of Sin does by no means 
| follow from the Infinite Object, the Infinity” 
of God the Father, againſt whom it is com- 
mitted: But I ſhould think it a great Happineſs, 
to have your Thoughts of this matter. But 
one of the moſt material Objections I find made 
againſt you, (and which indeed perplext Me,) 
is, that the Son of God is in Scripture calbd 
God abſolutely with an Article; for whether 
He is fo call'd or no by any of the Antient” 
Writers of the Church, is not ſo material: But 
I fmd in your Scripture Doctrine, that you de- 
ny that Chriſt is ever called God, abſolutely and" > * } 
by Way of Eminence, in Scripture; And in 
your incomparable Anſwer to Mr. Nelſon and 


— — — 


tien, and what you have ſaid 


ar 7 A. pee 


-bjock in * 
3 and. veæril i — 


i 
. — you 
by any. Antient 
| 10. Stumbling-bj 
read your 
4 e in fi ery 5 
y: belong'd to Him and pro oint; 
elpecially;;Rpm. 9, 5 1, Jahn 5; a0. But, 


with. reipect do the frf, what. you ohlerve, is 
in z; that Chriſt is not there call/d, abſolutely 


4. iſo that I humbly think you need nat-ſcru- 
ple-giving that Text to the Son of God, eſpęt 
cially fince it is apply'd. to him by ſeyeral 
Fathers according to the vulgar PS; — 

tp the latter Text, my e 
ad in your 4 2 1 
to Mr. Nelſon's. Friend, hath, giyen me 
ee. that That Text belongs to Go 
Eaber; But ſtill, Sir, I find yon are — 
With the. Scriptures of the ON. Teſtament, 
wherein the Title nus or , ig undoubted= 
Iy challeng'd by the ahi, and apply d to, Him 
ring àt the Delivery of the Law.: Bat. 
4 what you obſerve thereupon, is I think 
as little to be doubted; vis. that the atye«.or. 
Memra appear'd as the Shechinab of the Father, 
ahd' repreſented his Perſon in the Delivery of 
the Law. And if this be not allow'd; beſides 
what you have ſaid to confirm it, I think it 
will plainly follow, that God the Father or firſt 
=> will not be properly or abſolutely the 
of the Jetos, ( which the new Teſtament. 
fully aſſerts, ) but No Son; and that the Father, 
will be norhing; concern di in giving the Ln 
an 


—— 


% 


— 
—— EE — — 


ly. embrace your Senſe of the 


to be ſt wrdleard b my. Opinion 
1s, to Nroun 2 
_ by the Prophets to the Perſon 


his c 


to him*- TVeannot but look upon 
to bis Perf zn fin 


Baia Roc. oof ndnd ˙⅛] ’ſꝙ 


Old Teſtamnent is ſtiled 
the Angel 


* F . 

j - 5 
” 4 4 k 

* 


e 
the firſeſt Revelation Ok rr 
ſhip of the Son of God and not on 
in much bixber Tertus chan the! 9 
even in Terms contrary to it: $o tht [read _ 


and alſo Unt 


no Difficult/ in it. Thar which only remains 


of tho" M. 3 
deed I chink it is, I/. 40; 3, r 
23,6) 1 't nowe-n0'other places, Those 
think, plainly relate to che Mig - 


oy — 


dom of the dad, — — 24 
whatever T there find ſpoken of him, relates 0 
ming in bis mn Perſon and Character; 


and fo, the Name 


it —— x' "A 


meine 

to the Author of - tho 
ſeem to think, that whenever our Lord: in the 

Jebovab, it 2 

of the Covenant, and the Perfon in 2 

whom the Name f God was': But, Sir, ith" 4 
great Submiſſion to your Judgment, I think p 


your : Hypotheſis will not ſuffer,” though y 


ſhould allow the Name Febroab to be given to 


the Meſſiah in his own Perſon. For * fl 


this be a Name of the Zwiſtence of God, . 
ſeveral of the Jews: expound. it,) as He hem 6 
le in himſelf, and is the Author 


Son 


This, Tar Lam ſeafible; looks ._ 4 
what: ou have faid in aner 
ations; ind you 


it to all - 14 
orberr; yet n 


5 
by 


a 
ll.” 


: -» Promiſed —__ their Children, 


E 
3 
. 
| 

| 


„ 


4 5 LO. Py 
- thor of it 10 4 


the ſame Apoſtle : Orc thirdly, if, as the 
13, ) it be a: Name denoting; the, 


Me Abnfworth: thinks Ho) 


rance &c.; were made =P of his Name Je- 


fe in Himſelf). and hat” 
— Or, xchether it be 
| heſt:lexpounded: bye St. John, 1 the bea 
2 g,. ue yet even this doth not 

ſeemmnereſtarily to imply, more than the obs 
"and Omega plainly given to our Saviour 1 Br 


to have 1 


— 


— (Sith; Mr Ainſtorth, Exod. 


the Mercy of Gad (as in Exod. 34, 955 
called, alba \Fehovab, Cad merciful 
e eee nplice the Uachangeahl 
e bis Natiure, and, the Cunſtant Ee / Ort 
hie Mord and pramiſcs, (un AT 
to MWD. 
by chis Name to ane Fanherc of the. Rr iP 
. dbinham; Ge. becauſe Fheyliv'd ;by Faith in 
God'sdhnighty Power without a the thing 
pon. Perform 
anes of tile Promiſes to Them by. ps Delive- 


bouab ) If This (Lay) be the ine Interpre- 
tation A the — Feb mY yet ſtill 1 think 
our Saviour e it, who in Heb. 13, 
8, is called Fe 72 Crs the, ſame yeſterday, to 
Ay, and for ever; and in whom all Gods Pro- 
mſes are yea. and Amen, 2·Cor. 1, 20; Who 
having fulfilled all Gods Promiſes, for our Re- 
1 manifeſteth himſelf by this Name 
in the Interpretation thereof; See Mr Ainſ- 
—— Exod. 6, 3. So that 7 think! it not ne- 


ſſary for you, in order to avoid. giving the 
Son af 1 4 Cel the eee or Unbegotten 


ature 


own a Ferber ee For Lake thoWord doth” | 
not necefſmly-denote-tht underived Nature f 
the Supreme God; Nay, lam perfectly o 
your Opinion that the: Wand Gad, Cand Iwill 
add, too, Jare'relative Names, and den- 
minate God's Attributes with reſpect ein 
that He: hathnot_ any here in Scripture xe. 
veaFd himſeMiby. the Name of his Ibnjinite; Tn). 
dependent, "SelEamifton Natus. I think thoſe” 
that inſiſt fa.much,; upon having the Name e- 2 
bovals apply*d to the Son of God in his cπn Fer- * 
— — — n r 
* Being or God 5 manifaſtl 10 E- 
mich, and that is mothing at. ll. Forsif the 
Son. be Jabaua in Thaur Suna. He: muſt be 
Self-exiftent,»whidy is Contradiction to his 
Generations So that the Canſequence plainly + 
is; either that the — Jebava at 
all. in his v Perſon ; ar if He RY the 
Name Fehova cannot fran do much as EVE . 
Self-Buiftence,” but ſomethin g. Which may 
Communicated. Give me Nawe . — the 
Learned Rabby Elias Hutitrub Germans, n 
Tranſlation of "he New Teftanent into — 
induſ -avoids: tranſtating the word 
(when apply'd to Chriſt) by Sehon, ducts 
ways byrAzenui ; but na — is 1 F 
to Go abel Father, he tranſſates it Jabs. 
Which I think is an Argument, that this Learns. Þ 
ed Rabby thought the Mt Fehous.cqu'denet | 
properly be apply 'd to the Perſon of the dn 
Lis God; and foi by nnn 


4 —_ 
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8 c: 12 75 
ub, when apply'd to the % in the Old 
Tedament, in the ſenſe which you: do. But 
no in the laft place; I cannot help telling you, 
that I diſſent. — ur Opinon, when you think 
that no Antient calls the 8on of God, 
God abſolutely, with as Article. Gemen: Ro- 
manus, in hs Epiſtle to the Corinthians, F 2d, 
{| hath theſe Words, which I think cannot be ap- 
| ply*d to any Perſon but Chriſt : vis: J. ls ibn. 
77 de Aue. Y wpoaty whes Tas abyue ales vmuahGs 
| . Tropridhuiroriile Tits , 3 Id vum u A Ir wg) 
bellanuby uud. Ex Feftamentis 12 Patriarcharum, 
1 in Teſfamento Stmeoms, Pag. 1 56, kuhn 8 bede 
Ert Te Togada, cl, 37] yis of dub. Gs & pag. 
3 10%, edν̊ N e In Arnot. ad ( 4. D. 
Bulk de . lat, Dr Grabs citeth theſe Words 
dut of. Fuſtin Martyr 1 in — yan with * 
pho, An 30445 bet; d, In Annot: ad 
de S. Ireneo,; Dr Graber: citeth. theſa: Words, 


* bode de,, re, Ge. Ex Fragmentia ſancti 
Melitonis Sardenfis, Dr. Grabe - eiteth theſe 


| Ware zan ve ins e eg. 8 
in his Annot. ad Cap. 6. D. Bulli, & 2. 4 de Hip. 
pualito, quoteth theſe: Words; „ N moxe dude dre 
duc ten hd, 3 bete, 1 Cor. 3, 7. Which , 
tho not in the Original Text, yet ſhows that 
| Shppolytus thought Chriſt might be call'd 3 94s. 
E Bibleotheca Patrum Tom. 11 Pag. 290, Dr. 
* Bull citeth theſe Words of Di * Alexundrinus, 

Hog Glee Ioga A; Inge d wards: | gnats epiſt. ad 
Smyr. AE x let xe Rr he-. Bor this laſt 1 
| chink of no Authority, as doubting the genuine- 
aſs of theſe leſſer Wen If you think 155 
thing 


# 


| 


| cu). 
thing amils i in theſe Thoughts of mine, 1 defirs = 
you to correct them. Thus, Sir, I have inge- 
nuouſly open'd to you my Thoughts of your 
Book, and of the Doctrine it contains; and! 
heartily bleſs God for the Opportunity of read. 
ing and being convinc'd by it. I have freely -4 


declar d my Self » ſome of 3 who . 
are of a ea) Is Ba ting-with . 
whom, I have this u tha the J 


they are — Mind, they cannot anſwer 
my Arguments, or give ſufficient Reaſon for 
their Opinion, in Oppoſition to mine. I have: | 
few near me, either to aſſiſt or adviſe Me; and 
therefore hope you will not deſpiſe this Letter. 2 
And as I am perſwaded that what you have - 
vanc'd, is the Truth of God, ſo I hope to re 
to ſee it favourably rectiv d by the Church, | 
when God ſhall vouchſafe to culighten all oF 
Underſtandings with the know af his 
Revelation, and to work a perfect 14 
on in his Church. I rejoyce — - 
mous Clergyman has wrote in your 2 I 
but on the other hand, am ſorry to hear that ; 
the Learned and pious Body of the Convoca- 
tion have thought fit to cenſure, you. But as 
I am perſwaded thoſe things do not move Me 
who well know how to bear Reproofs for ' 
lake ; ſo they do not in the leaſt ſhake mp,Per- || 
ſwaſion in your Doctri — 1 verily þelieve 18 
you have e Truth of God in your , 
and that no one is — able to defend. it. | 
Give me leave to ſay, all your Adverſaries are 
much inferior to you in Point of n _ -1 
think 11 


1 J 
ne will err oper, but whictr ydu 
e, if not convaice. I am fen? 
tedious. I have "been bor you; and 
15 5 Pardon; ; which, for my! Since 
| Tity du will eaſily grant. It is too 
Ne r. rn to ask the Favour"of a Letter 
3 e haps not more, than your 
dodnefs and * adekcenfidrt wi incline you 
t6 do. And fince 1 have undertaken to write 
| EX Mind to you, 1 deſire leave 1d make an 
| 800 . two on the pious and learned 
b untortunite,” Mr Mhiſtan. In General therti 
Fore, I think you have carefulty and-prodent 
avoided thoſe Rocks, on/whielPhe hat ab. 
it. N 1 canner: dut — 
Volume of Primitis#OCbri Hhigh- 
wh the 1 = 
ey wiſh he had not fd much favoui'd 
the Aria, as with them'to2ffirm chat the S 
SCrenteld.' 1 verilyc think He hath nat 
Pride this Aſſertion from the Scriptures. His 
chief Fext from the Proubrbs will not do, 
| whenthe Hebrew is carefully exumin'd ;, and 
dhe Krlows" che great and Jearhed Euſebiut, otto 
name no mire; did not underſtatid it in his 
Senſe. I ald think He is to foſtrive in di- 
| nying the Erernityof the Son of God, — 
| "ſhort in proving That alſo from Ser 
And with reſpect to the Apollinarian Sch — 
I fear He hath miſtaken the Fathers, or at leaſt 
drawn no good Argument from their tripartite 
| diviſion of à Man. Their —— he muſt 
2 was very imperfect; and I can by no 
* means 


: us „ 15. 
means believe any more than One thinking & Sub- 
flance Man, which is not anly-a 
eee eee 
hav blend herent, upo Soweltien | 
of only one Soul in Man, which the aiy@ might 
ſupply z on. Þſ i che Fahne cannot be 
clear'd without fuppofing an Humane Soul in 
Chriſt, NAY Badr G ſo unĩted 
to it with the Body, as 10 affected by it? 
I for my Part dare not determine any Way in 
| Pojor be t, g ce 17 75 ee co it. Tour 
Dos we y MHA. oy) Yo VL 5 
1 1 Y Kory og i BA 91800 (wo) 
1 REID 00 TOY BCi Ning! 85 * 
ee eee It igel rhe - 
I 2 We, das. Fo FE | 
5015 * Friend a 720 Able, 
I 12 RICE 7 0 5 ben a ; 3 
1000 TEE | Ir Jon arira9} Brother, Gr. 
mit HOO eerst hi ( 1” Þ) - 
ar Aenne 3A ITY | 1965) 1 TL 
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1 live ſcen a" Letter under ved hand of the 


Great Mr Chillingworth upon This Subject; 
wherein he differs from the vulgar Exptica- 


tions, altogether às much as Tou do. ie 
b id ee . 31 3: fe. 
, z = 
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e to Gi for 152 e My 
Ice (though not ee known 
e ) have had upon you; and Ican ne- 
ver ſufficiently commend your . in 
acknowledging i it as you have done. 
Concerning the Eternity of the Son, 
have made very judicious Obſervations. 
Notion is not * or clearly revealed in Sig 
ture; but it ſeems moſt probable that God 
* (4 nerrexgyrer) did Always exerciſe in ſome man- 
ner or other, his Eternal Power and Will. I 
think your Explication of /π0W (Iſa. 9, 
2 exactly right: ard lieg des, is not in- 
-deed in Daniel's Edition of the LXX; but tis 
in the beſt Copies, in Aldus's, in the Complu- 
„and inthe Alexaidrian MS; as you 
will fin obſerved by Dr Mills upon Heb. 2, 5. 
But if the Hebrew word did ſignify Eternity, 


5; 


Ch — . * 


Fet ſuch an Eternity as I am now ſpeaking of, 
does by no means infer Individuality of Exile 


rence with the Father. As to the Queſtion 


concerning the Infinity of our Saviours Vertec- 


tions; I think there is no danger of diminiſh- 
ing 


| C.. 
the firſt Commandment, and the firſt Article 
of the Creed ) if it be carefully obſerved, that 
with each one of the Attributes of the Father - 
there be always underſtood to be connected the 
Notion of Supreme and Independent; but that 
the Titles afcribed to the Son, muſt always 
carry along with them the Idea of being com- 
municated or derived. Tlius, for Example, 
when: Al Power is aſcribed to the Father; tis 
manifeſt it muſt be underſtood abſolutely 0 
Power Shreme and Inuepeident: But when 
the Son ix affirmed to have A Power,” it mu 
always de underſtood (and indeed in Scripture 
it is generally erpreſs d) to be derived to b 
from the Supreme Power and Will of the Father. 
Again; when the Father is ſaid to crente the 
World, it muſt always be underſtood, that He 
F bis own” original Power created it by the 
Son: But when the Son is ſaid to create the 
Morld, it muſt be underſtood that He created 
it by the Power of the Fatler. 

The Notion of Sins being infinite, upot ac- 
count of the infinite Object againſt whom th 7 
are committed; directly makes il Sins en. 
and 1s: therefore ſo manifeſtly abſurd; that 
wonder any reaſonable Men ſhould build their 
Notion of Satisfattion upon it. Satitfacłion 
cannot be proved to be in it ſelf” and in the 
Nature 0 things, neceſſary : But what the of- 
Jended Perſon thinks fit to require and to arcepr, 
- That's the true Satisfaction. ee, 


4 


I do not at all ſcruple applying that Text, 
Rom, 97 3, to the Son of God. But there be- 
ing ſome, Variety in the Reading, and ſome 
Ambiguity in the Conſtruction; tis fit the 

Rar ſhould haye Notice of it, - and judge for 

| LIM „ Nenn . * 

36.88 Im the paſſages, Iſa. 403 3, IO, L ſee no im- 

Propriety in ſuppoſing the prophetick expreſſien 

to foretell, that God himſelf will do That, 

Which in the Event he does by. bis Ses: Iis 

the ſtyle which runs through the whole Bi- 

* The other paſſage, Jer. 23, 6, Jebouah- 

Hatenu, the Lord our Righteouſneſs, proves 

no more (in point of Argument) than even the 
Names of Places, Jebovab.jireh, Febovab— 
Sbammah, Jehouah.— Shalom, Fehooah-—Nifft, 
Kc. However, I agree with you, that the 
Name Fehovab, if allowed to be given to the 
| Meſliah. in his own Perſon, needs not ſignify 
 Self-exiſtence, and indeed eannot do fo with- 
out proving too much. What you have writ- 
ten upon This Head, is ſo juſt and right, that 

J cannot add any thing to it. 

As to the paſſages in Ol Writers, wherein 
* Chriſt ſeems to be ſtiled ; 542; ; you will beſo can 
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did as to remember, that I laid in a caution againſt 
being too poſitive in an reniverſal negative; and 
cited one place my ſelf out of Clement Alexan- 
drinus, wherein the Father and Son are ſaid to be 

As ago 5.9466 Net I think that Thi and even all the 
other. Paſſages you eite, may eaſily be account- 

cd for. Clamens Alexandrinus, at his firſt Con- 


vetſion, was plainly a Sabellian; as appears bo 
Nr his 


C199) 
his firſt Writings: But in his Strommtas, he + | 
conſtantly ſpeaks ot herteiſe. In Clemens Roma-  , 
nus, the words v d,, ſeem to me (ac- » 
cording to that Authors perpetual ſtyle) neceſ- 
farily to ſignify the Father: T& navipele dür, 
which follows after, 1s either corrupt for xews 5: - 
or elſe it is ſuch a tranſition," as you Nn 

in the fue firſt Verſes of the 34 ch. A he firſt 
Epiſtle, of St.'Fobn. Indeed in the earlieſt Wri- 
ters, evrig'and ix; do frequently mean Chriſt, - 
when uſed without any Antecedent at all. The 
T-ftaments of the twelve Patriarchs, isa ſpurious - 

| Book, written by a Sabellian Author: The 

Writers on which fide, were ſtyled 'antienthl 


| BB Parripafſians; not that they really believe the 
| Father ſuffered, but their Opponents: charged 
| them with That, as 2 Conſequence of their 


2 Doctrine: For I ſuppoſe They themſelves meant 
| only God in Chriſt, in ſome ſuch manner as the 
Socinians do now: So that xuprog 5 3:35 uiyag 77 Iopaia 
q21v6usvos Ind tine &' a v.Fgwmg, Means God the Father in 
Chriſt. The words of Juſtin Martyr cited by 
Dr Grabe, dm s els og 6 Is63g Y, Are very ſorry ones 
indeed,and ſhow how injudicious a Man, (though + 
believe very honeſt,) Dr Grabe was: For 
Tuſtin Martyr is there arguing, that Foſhia could 
lead the- Jews, only into the Temporal, not in- 
to the eternal inheritance, in Ae 5 38%; dn En 
Ine vc Het, as being neither Chriſt who is God, nor the 
Son of God. Which words, (heſides the contrariety 
of > Sede in that place to Juſtin Martyr's Style, are 
they not plainly a Tautology, and no Senſe at 
all 2 I think they ſhould be read thus, n & dune 
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N 
lein dd 57 dig, 4s being neicber God him 
nur the Son of God: Conſider the whole Paſſage, 
57 and judge. In the Paſſage of Irenæus, cited 4 
gain by poor Dr Grabe, 334% Is Arme IN the 
wards 4 de are not put abſolutely ; but, refer- 


oo 


Ting to Cbriſt, who had been at large deſcribed 
in the fore-going Sentence, they are plainly the 
ame as if 112 Ne dani $65; ibs e, 
dene The Paſſages out of Hippolytuis, Melito, 
and Dionꝝſius Alexandrims, are 1 — of Books 
evidently forged, ſo as to expreſs Notions very 
differem from the Opinion of the Autliors 
themſelves: And are to be underſtood in the 
ſame manner, as That out of the Teſtament of 
the rwelue Patriarchs. In the paſſage of Jonaris, 
abs Geb, the word z Sd is not abſolute, but 
only the fame, as 1 37 ig? $45; 2 For, in This 
manner of conſtruction, it may be uſed even bf 
＋ alſe. God's, Ba J 34d, or, 334% Bedx, or, 3405 
Auuanrsr, &c After all, it is ſufficient that the 
Scripture is clear in this point, however ſome 
other Writers may poſſibly have ſpoken. 
The Tripartite Diviſion of a Man, I under- 
ſtand not. And as to the Apollinarian Notion ; 
on which ſide ſoever That Queſtion (in which 
\ there are many and great Difficulties) be de- 
termined; it makes No Alteration at all in My 
Scheme: For which reaſon, to avoid all need- 
. eſs Difficulties, I neither affirmed nor ſuppoſed 
'* any.thingin any of my Books, which will not 
| hold equally true upon either Hypotheſis. In- 
{ _ deed, All Queſtions merely ſpeculative; ought 
td to be looked upon as of ſinaller moment: — 
» at a! , 4 ls \ : i ; 44 , p* ©.) » 0 ' 
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0639 
would I indeavour_ in ſuch matters, (if 1 had 
never ſo much Power,) to impoſe My'e own Oui: 1 
on upon any Man. Could the Proteſtant World 
but have courage, to part only with things Con- 
feſſedly ſpurious, and, in point of Practiſe, nod 
eſt omms- controverſies Caput, be content with 
irhat is Antient and Unexceptionable u . K on all Hy- 
potheſes, (as the firſt Reformers would e 
have done, had Greek Learning been at That 
Time reſtored as Latin was; 9 all Debates a- 
bout ſpeculative matters might either well be 
laid aſide, or (like other points of Learning) 
be continued without any injury to Religion or 
Charity. The Peare and Unity of the Churth, 
ran be ſecured but Two Ways: eicher that 
of Charity, and allowing learned men a Liberty. - 
of examining things; which is the Proteſtant 
and Chriſtian n Method: Or by introducing with 
Force an — Wee 2 phi is CY 
1 — te A N il W 12 
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EE Sond LETTER SS 
+; to. Dr CLARKE. 
9 II ober 10. 17144. | 
WS it 1994 g 8 10 a 
ren dba, een, 
W Return you my hearty. Thanks for your 
kind Letter of the 31ſt of July, which 
hath given me -abnndert /atisfaZion in 
every Thing] deſir d. I am glad that you apy 
prove of my Zeal for that Cauſe which you have 
| undertaken ; and of the Truth of which being 
perſwaded, I thought my ſelf in Conſcience 
d to defend it. I did not know that the 
Septnegint had render'd the Hebrew (w—128) 
by rade ue , but now by your Directions 
am ſatisfy d of it; and of the Truth of that In- 
terpretation which I thought the Hebrew might 
very well bear. What you obſerve concerning 
the Sati faction for Sin, I believe to be moſt 
true; and indeed had been inform'd from Dr. 
Whitby's Appendix to the 1ſt Chapter of the 2d E- 
piſtle to the Theſſalonians, of the Abſurdity of 
the Propoſition of Sin being Infinite in it's De- 
merit, upon Account of the Infinite Obje& a- 
gainſt which it is committed; but defir'd your 
H Ty Judgment 


(23) "= 
Judgment as to the true State of the Matter, - 
which in a few VVords you have clearly given 
Me. As to Iſai. 40; 3 & 10; I cannot but agree 
with you, that (according to the Stile of Scrip- 

ture) there is no Impropriety in your Interpre- 
tation of the Prophetic Expreſſions: And it is 
very plain that the Apoſtles themſelves do ap- 
ply to Chriſt Paſſages of the Old Teſtament un- 
doubtedly meant primarily and originally of 
God the Father, for this Reaſon; becauſe whatſo- 
ever God [ awrrxydroy | does, That He does hu 
Sen &c. Which I think you very juſtly obſerveg 
2 it is 22 in „ as © 
eating the World, giving t „ luſpiring « 

Prophets, working : Miracles, redee ming 
Mankind, raiſing the Dead, and judging | a 
Mex. But tho' the greateſt Divines will allow 
This, that the a4 & repreſents the Perſon. of 
the Jehova, or that God the Father acts by his 
Son ; yet when the Prophets ſpeak of the King- 
dom of the Mefliah, they will underſtand them 
as therefore applying to Jehovah thoſe Things 
which in the Event are perform'd by the Meſſi- 
ah, that they might ſhow the Meſſiah to be 
Jehova in his own Perſon ; And thence I 
thought, that if you wes oblig'd to yield That 
Point, the Jehova muſt bear an Interpretation 
which did not infer the Perſon inveſted with 
that Name, to be the abſolute ſelf-exiſtent Be- 
ing or God; Wherein you agree: with Me : 

And I, upon Conſideration, agree with. you, 

that you are not indeed oblig'd to yield ſo wneh 5 

fince from the New Teſtament it is ge: * 
; ta: at 


| (22 ) 
chat all the High Things ſpoken of the Jeho- 3 
al in the Old Teſtament, are revealed to be 
the Acts of God the Father by bis Son; and 
therefore, when the Prophets, ſpeaking of the 
Kingdom of 'the Meſſiah, attribute any Thing 
00 Ichöra which was done by Chriſt, this may 
very well be underſtood (as you ſay) of the ab- 
foſute Jehova or God the Father, acting by his 
| Son Jeſus Chiiſt. And in This Senſe; Jehova 
may be faid to uu bimſef and come unto his 
People, according. to that of our Saviobr, He 
:#hitt-heth ſeen ene, hath ſeen tbe Father + And 
che. ſufforings of the Vlefſlah, may be ſtited che 
lluftferings of Jehovah; as they ſeem to be, 
Zech. 12, ro. And to ſtrengrhen this, 1 may 
| Wbſerve, that where 20e Lord abſolutely Feho- 
{ web is Tpoken' of in the fame” Sentence wil 
be Lord the Meſſiah, there is a plain Difſeredce 
an the Prophetic ſtile; the firſt Per on, gr 
Bod zg ler, being called Jebovaßh ; the Se- 
bond, or the Meſſiah, Adon : Is is to be ſeen in 
Naim 110, 1; and Malach. 3, 1. I acknow- 
-Jedge the Weakneſs of any Argument drawn 
From Fer, 23, 6, to prove the Meſſiah abſo- 
Hutely Jehovah in his own Perſon, any more 
than the Title of Emmanuel proves him to be 
{abſolutely 2 846;- I did remember and conſider 
what you had given in Caution againſt being 
too Poſitive! in an univerſal Negative; and 
alſo your Citation out of Clemens, Alexandlri- 
na; which was the Reaſon that I took no 
Notice of that Place, or indeed any one in 
Huis Padagogue, as with you believing _— 


0 * r WT 


ther, agreeably to the Place you mention d 


be a Sabellian when he wrote that BDboEE 
ſpeaking indeed much otherwiſe in his Sw. 
mata: All I intended, was to offer r then 
Thoughts againſt what you delivered og ase 


jour Thoughts; in order to be better in- 
you wass 


form'd: At the ſame time believii 
well aware of all the Places I ſhou'd or cou] 
name, and had an Anſwer ready for them 
cou'd not otherwiſe ſatisfy my ſelf. The 
Epiſtle of Clearens Romanus | have throughix 
conſider d, and am now condinc d, that (ac- 
cording to that [Author's perpetual ſtile) the 
Words bt 645 muſt neceſſarily be under- 
ſtood. of the 4 merloxeglop a5 Clemens loves to 
call God tbe Father, never tiling the Son of 
God ſo much as barely 6. : And the great 
Critic. Photius is plainly of this Opinion, Who 

taxes Clemens for ſpeaking leſs magnificently * 
of the Son of Cod; Which Photins 'won'd' 
never have done, had he underſtood that Ex- 

preſſion to be meant of Chrift : For the ſamg. | 
Photius readily obſerves,” that Clemens in the” 
ſecond Epiſtle, accounted Spurious, ſpeaks 7 
of Chriſt as God, in the beginning of it. 

When I wrote to you, I was aware of the In- 
terpretation which you have given of aadjue]e 
aut, by a Tranſition from one Perſon. to ano- 


in St John ; but I did not propoſe it, becauſe 
cannot find any Inſtance of the like Expreſſion 
in Clemens whole Epiſtle, and ſo fear d itmight 
not be apptov d: n believe the pet Ht 
| | & 


— 
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ſage is corrupt, and that cuir is either (as you; 
| obſerve) put far e, or aabiueſe for hM; 
eithdr of which Emendations, gives n fair and 
rational Account of the Place. I ain ſatisfy d with 
your Judgment of the Teſtaments of the: Twelue | 
Patriarchs, and believe them to be written, | 
or at leaſt interpohated, by fore Sahellian Au- 
thor; and am oblig'd to you for your Senſe; of 
the: Saballiun Phrides, which I very much ap- 
prove of. Upon 'Confideration of the whole. 
Paſſage of Tuſtin Martyr, I am much aſeant's: 
of the Words | ofter'd to you upon the Autho- 
rity of Dr Grabe; which I did indeed without 
conſulting the Original at that Time, having 
it not then by Me; and fo find my felf in- 
pod upon by that great and good Man: The 
Correction which: you offer, I think very juſt, 
and neceſſary, I confeſs my ſelf guilty. of tire 
* fame” Charge of relying too much on that 
Learned Man in the Paſſage of Þeneus, wants 
ing the Opportunity of conſulting the Ori- 
gmal; but I ſhall be more cautious for the 
future. I am , fatisfy'd with your Account 
of the Paſſages of Hippolitus, Melito, and Di- 
onpſius Alemrandrimus; and alſo confeſs mx 
ſelf in an Error as to the Place of Igaatims. 
Iwill here take the Opportunity of deſiring 
you to correct, what I fear may be a miſtake in 
y former Letter. I ſaid, that T hehev'd the 
ord- hob as well as 84%; was d relative 
Name ; But T muff confeſs, I do not find that 
the Name Jebova is any where in the Old 
Teftament joyn'd with a relative Term. Where 
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83 ſhe 


(a7)) 
there is. mention of our Lord, as twice in the 
711 Flalm ;, or thy Lord, 480 in + 45th 
12 in Uſe it iz exprels' d b y Alon, with 
2 noun. There is indeed 1 
1 of - Jebous Sabaotb, or the; Tord 
2025 but er thoſe Expreſſions be ſuf- 
FRE: 7 7 it a Relative Term, Tan 
i e Name be not relative, I 41 
le ah 


1.have. drawn from. 14 
ot He be weakened; but ſtill the 
In al CON, Hl Rang, e 1 . 
75 as; I know you, are, (and rhis, brou 
N. ge wy a good Opinion of your Bod.) 
Lear bl you maintain, ſhould be 1271 
ch che Ser fptrre and the Scripture only: being | 


dame Lime really perſwaded, 550 26 it Is 
— to Reaſon, ſo the notions defend- 


Aar. tion to yours, are contrary to it: 
Lam a no Yon Eis perſwaded . Or- 


thodax Ezthers of 3 firſt Century s 2 


ever ambiguouſiy and abſcurely they may ſome- 


times expreſs themſelves,) are yet generally on 
pour Side. The manner of the Proceedings in 
2 doth really ſeem to Me to ca 
with it a — Acknowledgement of the Truth 
of your Doctrine. I wander thoſe holy and 
learned Men, not denying your Interpretation 
of Scriptare, nor the. Truth of. any of your - 
Propoſitions, upon which your e f 
the Liturgy is plainly founded; ſhould pot 
conclude that your Explications, dan 
unc ar hulic they may ſeem to be,) ought to 


de receiv'd as moſt a recable to Truth, of 7. 
2 * entire] * 
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| deſerve your Conſideration: But give me lea 


᷑171 - 2 
entirely agreeing with" what ſome great Di- 
vines 1 deliver'd for the . 15 
Compilers of it. But I hope the Time will 
ſhortly come, if our Sins hinder it not, 
when God will manifeſt the Truth to the 
M. nds of all good Men. I cannot forbear ae- 
quainting you, that ſome Friends of mine, up- 
on reading your Book, and my Conſiderations 
with them upon it, have declar'd themſelves 
perſwaded of the Truth of it; and others hade 
owned themſelves to me to have been Alwa' 
of the fame Mind, tho' they card not publick- 
ly to declare it. I lately read a piece defign'd 
in anſwer to you by Mr Porter of Emmanietl 
College in Cambridge; wherein he ſeems to 
think that he hath ſaid ſomething in Favour of 
what is vulgarly call'd Orthodoxy, which ma) 


to ſay, that I wonder why he ſhou'd think that 
he hath done any Thing towards clearing the 
| Abſurdities charg'd upon that Notion he defends 
againſt you; And all his Reaſonings, as far as 
they are intelligible, are already obviated or 
anſwer'd by you. I really think, what he main- 


- tains, is ſo confus'd and abſurd, that it differs 


nothing from the Jargon of the Schoolmen': And 
whilſt he wou'd avoid aſſerting the Three di- 
vine Perſons to be only Three Modes of Sub. 
fiftence in the ſame Numerical Subſtance, as 
Sabellianiſm ;, his Reaſonings neceſſarily and un- 
4 @voidably infer. it. And I cannot but make this 

Remark on This Gentleman, and all ſuch}, 
tat I am perſwaded, did not Prejudice an 
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the Pretence of Church-Authority darken and 


almoſt blind their Underſtandings in their En« 
quiries into he Truth of this Doctrine, they 


wou'd ſoon be convinc'd even from their own 


Reaſonings, that what they endeavour to clear 


from a Contradiction, is really and apparently 
ſo. I ſuppoſe, the cauſe why you have not in 
a ſtri& and Philoſophical Method of Reaſon- 
ing, ſhewn the Contradiction of affirming three 
Divine Perſons in the ſame individual, identical, 
Subſtance; is, becauſe: you think it ſo Se 


dent, that the common Reaſon of all who 


conſider it impartially, muſt neceſſarily con- 


1 de it. 
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50 * L can eaſily allow . 
* GSenſe yon explain pour ſelf. And 
yet ſince St John cites it thus, They ſhall ht 
on HIM whom they have pierced; and in Zech. 
Hhimſelf, the very next Words are, they ſball 
mourn for HIM; I am apt to think that the 
Word ME is an Errour of che Tranſcribers, the 


difference in Hebrew being only” andi. 
In the Paſſage of Juſtin, if any one is not 
_ Aitisfied with the Emendation aurds for ye; ; it 
by may otherwiſe very nua) be conje&ured, 
that againſt the Words ua; d, ſome Scribe 
wrote in the Margin as, and thence the next 
- Tranſcriber inſerted it into the Text before the 
Words ; 042; Whoever reads and conſiders the 
whole Paſſage, will think either of theſe E- 
mendations probable, and that One of them 1s 
ran. 
Whether the Word Jebovah, be ever uſed in 
the Hebrew Language as a Relative, or only as a 
Proper Name; is, I think, of no great Moment 


in the preſent Queſtion. Either way, it oy 
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well be given to Chrif# in the Old Teſtament 


appearing as the J. Viſible — of the 
Ino1 able at her. 


Theee Perſons ,' _ is, Three Intelligent : 
ividual, identical, Sub- 


Agents, in the ſame 
ſtance z is ſo-ſeifrevident a Contradiction, that 


think no Reaſoning can make it plainer than 


Intuition. Beſides, I have all along choſen 
to inſiſt more. lorgely upon $SCRIP FUR E 


than upon natural Reaſon ;, becauſe the Great 5 


popular Objection againſt Men that Think ſe- 
riouſly and carefully about theſe Things, is, 
that they are apt to adhere to their own: Nea. 
fon more than to che Seriprure : 4 Which! IS a moſt 
unjuſt Suggeſtion. . 

I cannot here but take notice; that the M. 
cene Fathers, by the Word len, evidently 


did not mean, of one indiuidual identical Subs 


ſtance. For ſince they fay in their Creed, as 


Dre, Tu i Tus tO ics Ty rareit, tis N | 


they. thought garde and cola t; mere, to be 
fame; and 


%, d 18, according to Them, 11 zu The. 6 
oias c urge: Which is 1ncon 


Notion of one idemical ee war - regnath 
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conſequently. de and tele & c be: 2 
ing the ſame likewiſe, it follows that the vols 
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— Sir, 95 
Receiv'd your laſt very kindly. Your Thought® 
on the Place of Zech. are very reaſonable, 
the whole Verſe and the Citation of Sr Jobn 
being conſider d; tho? it muſt be confeſs d that 
the Apoſtles do not always keep to the expreſs 
5 ords of 72 Seriptures they * but w Senſe: 
am filly fatisfy'& and oblig'd to you Os-Joun 
Criti bs on 25 Paſſage * Juſtin Martyr: © 
the Word Jehova is not Relative, I am apt to 
ere there is no more meant by the word 
_ Sabaoth, than that, being à plural Subſtantive 
of the Genitive Caſe, it is put for an Adjective; 
which you know is very common in the He- 
brew Language : As, an Husband of Bloods for 
2 Bloody Fucked Exod. 43; 25, 26. A Anife 


f Flints or Edges, for a Sharp Knife, Joſh. 5,2, 
o. And ſo, the Lord of 


s, or of Powers, 


is the ſame with the all-powerful or all-mighty . 
Lord: And accordingly the Septuagint frequent- 


* render it of ray ox gg And tho', in the 
New 
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New, Teſtament, theApoſtle % Pad, 
29 land St. James; 460 , 4. retain, the 


„ yay expreſſe 1 
Ar 80 Hat it t * 
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br f 2 e. ord, > ach not kelp: us in 
tter-; And as you well obſerve, it is, | 
1 Neither way, of any great moment in the 
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preſent Queſtion. When Gods 
ouri 1 


Mall be come; i to-cauſe his Church to 


rejoice to fee Jou on the 
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© concerning the Holy Trinit ig. Wherein ar 2 
Ome vulgar | 
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ſwer of th biſhops. III. Their Meſſage 


tion of the Lower-Houſe, | 
A Diſſuafive from Enquiring into the Dodrine 


of the Trinity: Or, the Difficulties and Diſ- 
cobragements which attend the Study of that 


udy of the Scrigturss" isMety 


Bbckorjes to? Lende (as much bs ane ; 
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gettenti wilt f 
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attend the Study of the Saripturesin-the | 
Way: of e mant. | Tis order to D., 


Dr Cl4rk#s Nute 2 


The Complalnt oi the Lower-Houſe. II. The An- 
to the 
Lower-Houſe, directing an R of Particu- 


* 


Aar. IV. The Extract of Particulars laid be- 
fore the Biſbops by the 'Lower-Houſe. V. Dr 
\ Clarke's P aper delivet d to ts Biſbops. VI. The 
EReſolution of the Biſhops upon that Paper; 
which was communicated to yo Lower Houſe. 
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